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Shaykh Abu Mus’ab al-Zarqawi J) «ia 


In the name of Allah to whom belongs all Judgement and Command, and 
to whom all things return. And all Praise be due to Allah who decreed that 
this Ummah split into different sects, and may the Salah and Salam be upon 
that one of them which treads the path of Salvation, as opposed to those who 
oppose it or display animosity toward it. 

To follow; From what we read and research of history, one cannot find in 
the past or present, or what was said of the future, the likes of those wicked 
people of Rafd, may Allah reject them as they have rejected His Din and upright 
Manhaj, and replaced it with a mixture of malice, Persian superstitions, and 
misguidance of the Jews and Christians, in order to measure up to the followers 
of all religions hostile to the people of Islam. They are thus left with an altered 
religion, demanding that the last of this Ummah curses its first, and that they 
disbelieve in the entire Book, and to negate their symbols, and that the Qiblah 
of the Muslims be shared - or rather that its Qiblah be changed from Makkah 
to Karbala’ and that immorality be spread among the Muslims in the name of 
their religion. This is why it’s become incumbent upon us to mention the crimes 
of these people, in order that we may be absolved in front of your Lord and that 
you may attain Taqwa. 

Before we delve into the historical treachery of the Rafidah, it is necessary to 
note that whenever we mention the word Rafidah, then what is meant is those 
whom this term represents today generally, and they are the Twelver Ja’fari 
Shi’ah, and attention should be paid to the fact that their Imams consider all of 
their extreme sects to be from the Imamiyyah, and whenever they discuss their 
sects, men, and states, they group them all together, as long as they associate 
with Tashayyu’ even if they were from the Isma’iliyyah or Batiniyyah or the 
Dahri Zanadiqah, or from the extreme Mujassimah. And whenever they speak 
about Shi’i states, they mention the Fatimi state among them, even if they were 
not Twelvers. 

With that we say, and from Allah comes success: 

Firstly: That Rafd is a religion which is entirely different from Islam that the 
Prophet v9 ads al we came with, and it is impossible that the two meet in 


much of the branches and foundations. How could they, when their major Imams 
and Scholars set up a principle of Tarjih (determining the stronger evidence), 
that if two evidences conflict, to follow the opinion which opposes the view of 
the People of Sunnah (whom they call the laity) and that such an opinion is 
closer to the truth. They base their principles like this one on false narrations, 
which then lead them to oppose the religion of Islam in both foundations and 
branches. 

Al-Hurr al-’Amili - one of the Scholars of the Rafidah - mentioned in his 
book Wasa’il al-Shi’ah a chapter, titled On the impermissibility of acting upon 
what agrees with the laity, in which he said: ”The narrations regarding this are 
mutawatir, and from them is the opinion of (Ja’far) al-Sadiq reall ads regard- 


ing two narrations which conflict with one another. They are to be presented to 
the laity (meaning the People of Sunnah), and whichever agrees with their nar- 
rations, avoid it. And whichever contradicts them, accept it. And he areal ads 


said: Take whatever is contrary to the laity, for whatever contradicts the laity, 
contains true guidance.” 

And in ’Uyun Akhbar al-Rida: ”Saduq narrated from ’Ali bin Asbat who 
said: I said to Rida eruall ads: Something new comes up and I do not under- 


stand its ruling; and do not find anybody in the land from your relatives to ask 
for verdict? He said: Find a Faqih in that land, and once he passes verdict, 
take its opposite; Because that is where the truth lies.” 

And it is known that Islam is established in its entirety upon the Tawhid of 
the Creator and the worship of all Creation to Allah _JL3 and upon following 


the Prophet dwg alc al de in what he came with of the Book and Sunnah. 


And Rafd is based upon Shirk in Allah and the creation worshipping other 
than Allah whether by tawassul, pleading, or taking as a deity. It is also based 
upon rejecting the Book by claiming it to be altered, and upon rejecting the 
Sunnah of the Prophet os ads al _4e, in particular what is authentic of it, 


by declaring it as inauthentic, and accusing those who transmitted it to us of 
treachery - even though they are the most noble of this Ummah and the closest 
of his companions - until they rejected the most authentic books of narrations 
which the Ummah unanimously accepted, due to their narrators being the most 
critical of mankind in who they narrated from, and in the forefront of those 
books are the two authentic collections of Bukhari and Muslim, so other than 
these two books are even more worthy to be rejected. 

Their religion is also based upon rejecting the Imamah and Khilafah of those 
upon whose Imamah and Khilafah the people of their time have gathered, whom 
Allah’s Messenger ra) ads al _de described as being rightly guided, and sin- 


gled their Sunnah to be taken, and even mentioned their Sunnah alongside his 
own Sunnah. And the religion of Rafd rejects the chastity of the Mother of the 
Believers ’A’ishah in what Allah _JLJ freed her from in His Blessed Book and 


decreed that those who accused her or spoke about her honor in any way be 
flogged. 

Ni’matullah al-Jaza’iri says in his al-Anwar al-Nu’maniyyah, chapter Light: 
The reality of the Imami religion, and the reason for why it must be taken as 
opposed to the opinion of the laity: ” We do not share with them - meaning the 
Sunnah - any utensil, or any Prophet, or any Imam. That is because they claim 
that their Lord is the one whose Prophet is Muhammad and his Khalifah is Abu 
Bakr, and we do not affirm any such Lord or any such Prophet, instead such a 
Lord whose Khalifah would be Abu Bakr, is not our lord and any such Prophet 
is not our Prophet.” 

And Sayyid Hussayn al-Musawi - one of their Scholar-pretenders whose 
Fitrah Allah lifted so he spews their falsehood - comments on the standpoint 
of Rafidah in his book For Allah, Then For History: ”Then the minds ask the 
following question: If we suppose that the truth of some issue may be with 
the laity, is it obligatory upon us to take their opinion? Sayyid Muhammad 
Baqir al-Sadr once answered this to me, saying: What is obligatory is to take 
the opinion which contradicts them, even if it was a mistake, because that is 


better than to agree with them even supposing that the truth in that issue could 
possibly be with them to begin with.” 

Secondly: The religion of Rafd was never founded since its first appearance, 
throughout the ages, and until these days, except with the goal to demolish 
Islam and spread Fitnah and division among the Muslims, and to destroy the 
Islamic State by waging war against the People of Sunnah and Jama’ah - and 
by Jama’ah I mean the original Jama’ah which was exempted by the Messenger 

vy Als al de out of the seventy-three sects, to be saved from the fire, and 


whoever follows their path. This is not an exaggerated, delusional, aberrational, 
or unjust opinion, rather it is what was emphasized by the Scholars of the Salaf 
and Khalaf. 

So their religion schemes in the darkness of the night nothing but to demolish 
the religion via two significant means: 

The first: To sow doubts regarding the reality of this religion and untie 
the knots of its creed, whether by spreading doubts regarding the way of the 
People of Truth which cause misunderstandings regarding the foundations of 
this religion and divert people away from it in totality, or by distorting many of 
its foundations and branches to mutilate the religion. 

The second: To assume the political approach by way of undoing the pillars 
of the Islamic State from the inside and outside. As for from the inside, it is 
by inciting the people and especially those of them who are ambitious and easy 
to give in to their desires, and encouraging them to rebel against the Khalifah 
and Imam of Muslims or his deputies with false claims and misconceptions, or 
ones that are religiously invalid. And as for from the outside, then that is by 
collaborating with the enemies of this religion and allying with them so that 
they are capable of dismantling the Islamic State. 

These two matters are the method and political means upon which the reli- 
gion of Rafd is based since its inception upon the hand of the well-known Jew 
’Abdullah Ibn Saba’ who found after manifesting Islam and hiding his kufr and 
scheming against this religion no better or more virtuous pretense than the cover 
of Tashayyw’ and love for the Prophet’s family. 

Thus this Jew’s followers discovered that this methodology which their founder 
Ibn Saba’ established happens to attract followers of desires and uniting the 
weak-spirited and ambitious against the Commander of the Believers "Uthman 


ole ls as aul _s, and collaborating with the enemies of the Religion from 


outside of the Khilafah and inciting tribulations and misconceptions until they 
killed the Khalifah and sent his flock into trials. 

And they discovered that he also succeeded in dividing the Sahabah based 
upon tribal allegiances which the Religion came to demolish, and sent the 
Prophet’s family into trials based upon these allegiances and sent the people 
into trials based upon their allegiance to the Prophet’s family, and by casting 
doubt into the truthfulness and trustworthiness of the transmitters of the Book 
and the Sunnah from the Sahabah eye a! Gla, by calling to allegiance - 


which was in reality extremism - to the Prophet’s family and claiming that they 
are infallible, until some of them - such as the followers of Ibn Saba’ - began to 


deify “Ali as al ge). 

I say that whenever the followers of Ibn Saba’ saw that he succeeded in 
all of this, they embarked in that exact same path and took that exact same 
methodology throughout the ages until these days, even though the Scholars of 
the Salaf exposed the reality of the Rafidah and their religion in their books. 

From that is what Shaykh al-Islam Ibn Taymiyyah wl « ‘, mentioned in 


Minhaj al-Sunnah: ” And the Rafidah have no concern whatsoever except to 
demolish Islam, untie its knots, and break its pillars.” 
He also said: ”And nobody insults Abu Bakr and "Umar las al 92, 


except one of two: Either a munafiq, zindiq, mulhid, enemy of Islam who intends 
to actually insults the Messenger and religion of Islam via the means of insulting 
them, and this is the condition of the original teacher of the Rafidah. Or one who 
is ignorant and negligent in his ignorance and desires, and this is the majority 
of the Shi’i laity, even if they hypothetically happened to be inwardly Muslim 
to begin with.” 

And he said in his Fatawa: "Imam Ahmad said in his letter to “Abdus bin 
Malik: The Usul of the Sunnah according to us is to hold onto what the Com- 
panions of Allah’s Messenger were upon and following them, and to abandon 
innovations and that every innovation is a misguidance. And the Sunnah ac- 
cording to us is the narrations of Allah’s Messenger a) ads al _de and the 


Sunnah explains the Qur’an and explains its meanings, and this is why the 
Scholars mentioned that Rafd is the foundation of Zandaqah, and that the one 
who fabricated Rafd was a munafiq zindiq, and it is Abdullah Ibn Saba’ and 
he’s the one who attacked the early forerunners, and in the transmission of the 
Message and its understanding and following. Thus the Rafidah sometimes at- 
tack them for knowing the Message and sometimes for following it, and those 
are indirect attacks on the Prophet’s household and him directly.” End quote 
al ae). 

It was mentioned in al-Muntaga min Minha al-I’tidal: ” From the ignorance 
of Rafidah is that they necessitate the infallibility to a lone individual from the 
Muslims while permitting that all Muslims be upon error if they do not have 
that infallible individual among them. Several Scholars have mentioned that 
the first who innovated Rafd and the opinion that ’Ali was the Khalifah by text 
and his infallibility, was a zindiq who desired to corrupt the Religion and to do 
to Muslims exactly what Paul did to Christians. And the greatest evidence that 
their religion is false and superstitious, is that ‘Ali himself as aul se ) freed 


himself from it and its followers and punished each one of them in accordance 
with their bid’ah. So whosoever of them used to slander the two Shaykhs Abu 
Bakr and ’Umar, he enacted the hadd of slander on them, and those who deified 
him, he burned with fire.” 

Thirdly: Majority of Scholars from the Salaf jLé a! et”, clarified the 
legal ruling upon the Rafidah, and that is their kufr and obligation to fight 
whoever displays their bid’ah individually, and if they are a resisting party, then 
their kufr and obligation to fight them is evidenced by the Book and Sunnah. 


And even the books of the Rafidah themselves transmit narrations of the 
Prophet’s family freeing themselves from them, and attributing this to the 
Prophet ra) ads al _4e, and their exclusion from Islam. 


As ae ee peaks from the Book: 
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Muhammad is the Messenger of Allah; and those with him are 
forceful against the disbelievers, merciful among themselves. You 
see them bowing and prostrating [in prayer], seeking bounty from 
Allah and [His] pleasure. Their mark is on their faces from the trace 
of prostration. That is their description in the Torah. And their 
description in the Gospel is as a plant which produces its offshoots 
and strengthens them so they grow firm and stand upon their stalks, 
delighting the sowers, enraging the disbelievers. - al-Fath: 29 
Ibn Kathir Wl 4@, said: "Imam Malik took takfir of the Rawafid who hate 


fas 


the Sahabah ere al i _y from this verse in a narration from him, because 
they enrage them, and whoever enrages the Sahabah ere aul ge us) is a kafir 


due to this verse, and a group of Scholars ere al 9) apiead with him in 


that. 
Qurtubi Wl ‘, said in his Tafsir: ” Abu ’Urwah al-Zubayri from the de- 


scendants of Zubayr narrated: We were with Malik bin Anas, and a man who 
belittles the Companions of Allah’s Messenger as ade al Je was mentioned. 


So Malik recited this verse Muhammad is the Messenger of Allah until he 
reached delighting the sowers, enraging the disbelievers. Then Malik said 
whosoever of mankind garners rage toward anyone of the Companions of Allah’s 
Messenger ’9 ads aul de is afflicted by this verse. This was mentioned by 
Abu Bakr al-Khatib” 

And he said: ”How beautiful is Malik’s statement, and how correct is his 
interpretation. Verily whoever belittles any one of them, or attacks their narra- 
tions, has certainly rejected Allah the Lord of Creation, and negated the symbols 
of Muslims.” End quote aU| a ). 


They also relied on His _JL3 Word: 
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And why, when you heard it, did you not say, ”It is not for us 
to speak of this. Exalted are You; this is a great slander”? Allah 


warns you against returning to the likes of this, ever, if you should 
be believers. - al-Nur: 16-17 

Ibn ’Abdil-Qawi narrated from Imam Ahmad: ” And Imam Ahmad used to 
make takfir on whoever frees himself from them - meaning the Sahabah - and 
whoever insults the Mother of the Believers ’A’ishah and accuses her of what 
Allah exonerated her from...and he used to recite Allah warns you against 
returning to the likes of this, ever, if you should be believers.” 

And Qurtubi aU) a -, said: "Hisham bin “Ammar said: I heard Malik say- 


ing: Whoever insults Abu Bakr and ’Umar is disciplined, and whoever insults 
’A’ishah is killed because Allah ele said Allah warns you against return- 


ing to the likes of this, ever, if you should be believers, so whosoever 
has insulted ’A’ishah has opposed the Qur’an, and whoever opposes the Qur’an 
is to be killed.” 

Ibn al-’Arabi said: ” The Companions of Shafi’i said: Whoever insults ’A’ishah 
ls al _s, is to be disciplined just like insulting the rest of the believers, and 
His Word if you should be believers is not about ’A’ishah; because that 
would be kufr. but it is as he etal ads said: (He is not a believer whose neigh- 


bor is not safe from his evil.) And if Iman was removed by insulting ’A’ishah in 
reality, then it would also be removed of the one who (Nobody commits adultery 
while being a believer) in reality. We say: It is not as you have claimed, because 
those who slandered ’A’ishah accused her of adultery, and whoever accuses her 
in what Allah exonerated her from has belied Allah, and whosoever has belied 
Allah is then a kafir. This is the opinion of Malik, and it is the correct way 
according to the men of foresight. And had a man accused her in other than 
what Allah exonerated her from, he would then be deserving to be (merely) 
disciplined.” End quote. 

And His _JL Word: 
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That you will be witnesses over the people. - al-Baqarah: 143 
Imam Abul-Mahasin al-Wasiti says, deriving from these verses the kufr of 
whosoever makes takfir on or belittles the uprightness of the Sahabah which is 
affirmed by the Book, that they disbelieve; due to their takfir of the Compan- 
ions of Allah’s Messenger Arg ads al _4e whose uprightness and purity was 


established in the Qur’an, His _JL Word that you will be witnesses over 
the people, and Allah’s _ Jl. testimony in their favour that they did not dis- 


believe, in His _JL5 Word But if the disbelievers deny it, then We have 
entrusted it to a people who are not therein disbelievers. 

As for evidences from the Sunnah: 

What came in Majma’ al-Zawa’id with a hassan chain from Ibn ’Abbas who 


said: "I was with the Prophet es ads al _de and ’Ali was with us, so he 


19 Ags al de said: Oh ’Ali, there will come a people in my nation who will 


be claiming to love the people of the house. They will be called Rafidah - fight 
them, for they are polytheists.” 

And what Imam Ahmad narrated in his Musnad, and Bazar from Ibrahim 
ibn al-Hassan ibn ’Ali ibn Abi Talib from his father from his grandfather, who 
said: ’Ali bin Abi Talib as J! (92, said: ” Allah’s Messenger a) ads al te 
said: In the end times a people will appear who will be called Rafidah, who have 
rejected Islam.” 

It is strange that this group - the Rafidah - the Imams of the Rafidah them- 
selves also narrated about it in their books, from al-Hussayn ibn ’Ali ibn Abi 
Talib as wl ge). 

So the author of For Allah, Then For History transmits a narration from 
Kitab al-Kafi from Abu ’Abdillah erull ats that they - the Rafidah - came to 


him, saying: ” We have discarded something which weighted down our backs, 
for which our hearts died, and the rulers have permitted our blood...” Due to a 
hadith which was narrated to them by their jurists. So Abu ’Abdillah ertall ads 


asked if they were called Rafidah. They said: ” Yes.” So he said: ”No, by Allah, 
they did not name you, but rather Allah was the one who named you that.” 

And Sayyid Hussayn bin Musawi comments upon this: ” Thus Abu ’Abdillah 
clarified that it was Allah and not the people of Sunnah who named them 
Rafidah. 

And what was said by the Salaf regarding their kufr: 

What was narrated from Imam Ahmad 4J| «©, by al-Khallal from Abu 


Bakr al-Marwudhi who said: ”I asked Abu ’Abdillah about those who insult 

Abu Bakr and ’Umar and ’A’ishah, he said: ”I do not view them to be upon 

Islam.” And Khallal said: ’Abdul-Malik bin ’Abdil-Hamid narrated to me say- 

ing, I heard Abu ’Abdillah say: ” Whoever insults like the Rafidah do; I fear 

kufr for him.” Then he said: ” Whoever insults the Companions of the Prophet 
vy Als all de cannot be certain that he has not reneged on his religion.” 


And Imam Ahmad’s opinion about the Rafidah is narrated in Kitab al- 
Sunnah: ” They are those who free themselves from the Companions of Muhammad 
19 Agi al de and insult and belittle them, and insult the Imams except for 


four: ’Ali, ’Ammar, Miqdad, and Salman. And the Rafidah have no share in 
Islam.” 
Imam al-Bukhari JL | 4, said in Khalg al-Af’al al-’Ibad: "It is all the 


same to me whether I pray behind a Jahmi or a Rafidi, or behind a Jew or a 
Christian. They are not to be greeted with Salam, visited when they are sick, 
married, brought to testimony, and their slaugher is not to be eaten.” 

Imam Ahmad bin Yunus, about whom Imam Ahmad bin Hanbal said to a 
man: ”Go to Ahmad bin Yunus, for he is the Shaykh of Islam.” said - meaning 
Ahmad bin Yunus - ”Had a Jew and a Rafidi each slaughtered a lamb, I would 
eat from the Jew and not from the Rafidi - because he is an apostate from 


Islam.” 
Imam Ibn Hazm Jl | «@, said in his response to a Christian who was 


using the Rafidi opinion about distortion of the Qur’an as evidence: ” As for 
their statement - meaning the Christians - in the claim of the Rawafid that the 
Qur’an was altered, then the Rawafid are not even Muslims.” 

Shaykh al-Islam Ibn Taymiyyah JLé a! «@, said in al-Sarim al-Maslul: 


”Whosoever claims that the Qur’an is missing some verses, or that they had 
been concealed, or that it has esoteric interpretations which relieve one of ritual 
obligations, then there is no dispute about his kufr. And whosoever claims that 
the Sahabah apostated from Islam after Allah’s Messenger rs ads aul be 


except for a few no more than ten-odd persons, or to declare them as sinners in 
general - there is also no dispute about the kufr of those who say this, because 
they have belied the text of the Qur’an about their uprightness and praise 
for them. Rather whosoever doubts in the kufr of such a person then he also 
disbelieves, because they have declared the transmitters of the Book and Sunnah 
to be either disbelievers or sinners, and that this verse: 


You are the best nation from mankind. - Al "Imran: 110 

And the best nation is the first generation, that they are disbelievers or 
sinners, and that this verse includes the worst of all nations. And that the 
forerunners of this nation are the worst of it, and the kufr of this one is known 
from the religion of Islam by necessity.” 

And he also said about the Rafidah that they are the worst of the people of 
desires and more deserving of being fought than the Khawarij. 

Imam Sam/’ani au] a, said in al-Ansab: ”And the Ummah has agreed 


upon the takfir of the Imamiyyah due to their belief that the Sahabah became 
misguided, and their rejection of their Ijma’, and ascribing to them falsehoods.” 

And from strange contradictions and paradoxes is that the Sa’udi govern- 
ment and other than it from those who used to call to their enmity and warning 
against the persistent danger of the Rafidah; we see them today becoming close 
to them, sitting with them, and initiating official dialogues with them. 

Here is their al-Lajnah al-Da’imah lil-Buhuth wal-[fta’ which used to pass 
verdicts declaring takfir of the Rafidah when they were asked during that time: 
”T am from a tribe which lives near the Northern borders. We are mixed with 
a tribe from Iraq, and their religion is Shi’i idol-worship. They worship shrines 
and call upon Hassan, Hussayn and ’Ali, whenever they stand up they say ” Ya 
’Ali, Ya Hussayn”, and some of our tribe mix with them in marriage and other 
respects. I have been advising them but they do not listen to me, as they 
assume high positions in the villages. I advise those of them who are near 
me with knowledge, but I do not like to mix with them. I have heard that 
their slaughter is not to be eaten, yet these eat from their slaughter and do not 
restrict themselves. We ask you to for a clarification with regard to what we 
have mentioned.” 

So the Lajnah responded: "If the matter was as you described, in that they 
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call upon ’Ali and Hassan and other than them, then they are Polytheists upon 
major shirk which expels them from the Millah of Islam. It is not permissible 
to marry Muslim women to them, nor is it permissible for us to marry their 
women, or to eat from their slaughter. Allah _JlJ said: 
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And do not marry mushrik women until they believe. And a be- 
lieving slave woman is better than a mushrikah, even though she 
might please you. And do not marry mushrik men [to your women] 
until they believe. And a believing slave is better than a mushrik, 
even though he might please you. Those invite [you] to the Fire, 
but Allah invites to Paradise and to forgiveness, by His permission. 
And He makes clear His verses to the people that perhaps they may 
remember. - al-Baqarah: 221 

And with Allah comes success, may Allah send Salawat and Salam upon our 
Prophet Muhammad and upon his family and companions. This was al-Lajnah 
al-Da’imah lil-Buhuth al-’Ilmiyyah wal-Ifta’.” 

As for what was narrated by Rafidah in their own books about the family of 
the Messenger ra) ads al _e freeing themselves from them, and excluding 


them from this Ummah: 
What was narrated in Kitab al-Ihtijaj that Imam Zayn al-’ Abidin eral ads 


said to the people of Kufah: ”Did you know that you wrote to my father to 
deceive him, and you gave him your covenant and then killed him and betrayed 
him? How can you look toward Allah’s Messenger 5 ads al _de and his 


family and he said to you: (You have killed my family and violated my sanctity, 
and are therefore not from my nation.)” 

Fourthly: Whenever we bring evidences from the narrations and opinions 
from the established, relied-upon books of Rafidah, we do not do it out of some 
necessity to rely on their literature, but rather to show that even many of their 
own sources refute them. 

Fifthly: Every crime and act of treachery that the Rafidah partook in 
throughout history were done out of religious belief; however we deal with each 
one according to its multifaceted reality. So some of them were purely driven 
by the desire to destroy the Religion whether by negating or distorting ritual 
acts and symbols of Islam, and some were political crimes such as treachery 
and assassinations from the inside, and collaborating with the enemies from 
the outside in order to dismantle the Islamic state. And some were social and 
moral crimes, for example by spreading immoralities to break up the Muslim 
family unit and the social fabric of the Islamic Nation at large in the name of 
mut’ah. All of these are crimes which pertain to the Religion itself, even if we 
also mention some of their other facets. 
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From what we have previously stated, it becomes obvious from observing 
the historical record since the time of the rightly-guided Khilafah through the 
Umayyad, Abbasid, and Ottoman times, all the way to this era, that the crimes 
and treachery of this people are so great that, had we intended to compile them 
all together, or to follow them up by careful reading of the records, we’d require 
weeks upon weeks or even to repeat the process several times over. But what 
we mention from their most significant acts of treachery and crimes throughout 
history is sufficient to draw upon our present time, so that this reality becomes 
firmly entrenched in our minds and is not just something we refer to as times 
past. 

As for the time of the rightly-guided Khilafah; Their crimes and treachery 
originated during the time of the just, rightly-guided Khalifah with whom Allah 
honored Islam via the call of His Blessed Prophet ras ads al _de, Umar bin 


al-Khattab as aul _s*). Their crimes during this time only took the political 


shape, as the Rafidi corpus was not yet completed. The treachery was under- 
taken by the Majusi Persian Abu Lu’luw’ who was one of the Persian captives 
when Allah opened Persia to the Muslims during the time of "Umar al-Faruq. 
The heart of this Persian Majusi was overflown with hatred and his thoughts 
were preoccupied with a treacherous concern of collaborating with those who 
shared his distaste and enmity to this Religion - namely Hurmuzan and Jafi- 
nah. Hurmuzan was the Persian commander-in-chief at Qadisiyyah, who fled 
after the death of Rustum. He took control of Khuzestan and fought the Mus- 
lims, however, once he realized his inability to fight back effectively, he sought 
a truce which was granted to him. However, he proved treacherous, and killed 
Majzah bin Thawr and Bara’ bin Malik. So the Muslims fought him, captured 
him and sent him to "Umar bin al-Khattab, to whom he displayed Islam and 
repentance, and continued to live in Madinah. 

Jafinah was a Christian from the inhabitants of Hirah, dispatched to Madi- 
nah by Sa’d bin Malik to validate the truce between us and them, and to teach 
the people of Madinah writing. So despite the fact that the Commander of the 
Believers and Muslims at large were good to them, their Persian, Majusi hatred 
toward the Religion and the Islamic State were greater than could be contained. 
So they conspired against the Religion and devised the first wicked tradition in 
Islam, and the first foundation to the Rafidi corpus of treachery and deceit, and 
it is the tradition of rebelling against the Muslim leader, and the tradition of 
assassinating the Khalifah, with whose death the lands are thrown into chaos 
and their inhabitants are tested with tribulations. 

We list this crime and treachery and count it as the first crime of the Rafidah, 
in spite of the fact that Rafd did not yet appear as a religion, nor was it put to 
action or thought, due to two reasons: 

The first: That this Majusi is the first who established the criminal tradition 
of political assassination of Muslim rulers due to his hatred of Islam nad its 
people. And thus it became a lamp which guides the rest of the Rafidah after 
him. 

The second: That the Rafidah took him as one of their symbols, and made 
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political assassination a part of their criminal toolkit, to such an extent that 
they praise him in their books, even venerating him, and built for him a grave in 
Iran, which they sometimes stay at, walk circles around, and present offerings. 

The author of For Allah, Then For History says: ” Know that in he Iranian 
city of Kashan, region Baghithin, is a shrine built upon the grave of an unknown 
military commander, which is erroneously thought to be the grave of Abu Lu’lw’ 
Fayruz al-Farisi al-Majusi - the killer of the second Khalifah "Umar bin al- 


Khattab ols iy as aul eo y Which has an inscription which translates to Arabic 


as (The resting place of the heroic father of the religion) and this (heroic father 
of the religion) is a title bestowed upon Abu Lu’lw’ due to his killing Umar bin 
al-Khattab. And on the walls are further Persian inscription which read (Death 
to Abu Bakr, Death to "Umar, Death to ’Uthman). 

This shrine is visited by Iranian pilgrims and receives funding and donations. 
I have myself seen this shrine, and the Iranian Ministry of Guidance expands 
and restores it, and worse than that they have made a painting depicting the 
scene, and they distribute books and pamphlets.” End quote. 

Imam Ibn Taymiyyah wl ", says in Minhaj al-Sunnah: ”'This is why you 


find the Shi’ah supporting the apostate enemies of Islam such as Banu Hanifah 
the followers of Musaylimah the Liar, claiming that they were resisting injus- 
tice.” And he mentioned: ” And they support Abu Lu’lw’ the Majusi kafir, and 
some of them say (Oh Allah be pleased with Abu Lu’lw’ and gather me with 
him), and some of them say whenever he does something to wage war against 
Islam: (In the name of Abu Lu’lu’s revolt!) whenever they hit or do something 
else to a representation of "Umar, and Abu Lu’lw’ is a kafir by the agreement of 
all people of Islam. He was a Majusi, a fire-worshipper, and a slave of Mughirah 
bin Shu’bah. He used to work his trade and pay his master daily Kharaj of four 
dirhams. He saw that the Muslims did not consider him to be from the people 
of dhimmah, and when he saw that their slaves were being sent to Madinah, he 
seized the opportunity.” End quote J) 4). 


Then their second political crime occured - the killing of Khalifah "Uthman 
ais alll _s ); after lies were told and people were incited against him, however 


this time, the scheme is well-planned and based on thought more crystallized 
than before. It was done by the true founder of the Rafidi religion, the Jew Ibn 
Saba’ who the Rafidi sect by name Saba’iyyah is named after. This ’Abdullah 
ibn Saba’ is - even if the Rafidah of today pretend to free themselves from him 
- secretly entrenched in their books - to such an extent that he’s present in 
books of various disciplines, whether books of men, or books of fiqh, or books 
of sects. From that is what is mentioned in Sharh Nahj al-Balaghah what Ibn 
Abi al-Hadid mentioned, that ’Abdullah ibn Saba’ stood up and approached ’ Ali 
while he was delivering a sermon, and in Al-Anwar al-Nu’maniyyah Ni’matullah 
al-Jaza’iri says: ”’Abdullah ibn Saba’ said to ’Ali: (You are the true god!).” 
With that this Jew in origin, Rafidi in manhaj and da’wah, succeeded 
in spreading tribulations and doubts among the people regarding ’Uthman’s 
as al 92, Khilafah, and with that the Khalifah "Uthman «s+ J! ¢2, was 
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killed at his behest; He was not satisfied with that. Because he was in reality 
not intending to replace one Amir with another, but to throw the Muslims into 
tribulations and confuse them with regard to their religion. So he carried on 
weaving his schemes one after the other even during the time of the Commander 
of the Believers ’Ali bin Abi Talibas a! ge ). 


So after the trial (Battle of the Camel) was nearly extinguished and the 
two groups nearly submitted to the Commander of the Believers ’Ali, he and 
his followers proved treacherous and insisted on fighting the Muslims, so they 
charged at the participants of the battle and began to fight them to start exactly 
the conflict which was about to be resolved without fighting. 

We are not nearly done; Those who have displayed Tashayyw’ to the Com- 
mander of the Believers ’Ali ais aul se) during that time and demanded that 


he departs for "Iraq and change the capital city of the Khilafah to Kufah, then 
betrayed him and left him hanging once again. 

Then when he decided to depart for Sham due to what occured from its 
people to eliminate division and disputes and unite the Muslims under one 
word, they have left his army without his knowledge and returned back to their 
homes, until his military camp became completely empty. 

Matters became so bad that he ais aul 9) said about them: ” You are 


nothing but a gentle hive of lions and shuffling of foxes, only inviting to trouble 
- and I do not take you to be reliable.” 

And he said: ” Nothing could possibly satisfy you; you do not possess honor 
to be relied-upon; by Allah you call to war and make plans but never execute 
them, and never put your hands to action.” 

They betrayed him one additional time when the army of the Believers’ 
Uncle - in the faces of the Rafidah - Mu’awiyah as | _s_) approached ’Ayn 


al-Tamr in the outskirts of “Iraq. He encited them to defend the ‘Iraqi soil but 
they did not respond, and he said to them: ”Oh people of Kufah! Whenever 
you hear of an approaching army from Sham, each one of you locks himself in 
his house and holes himself up like a lizard in his hole or a hyena in its den. 
Whoever takes your support will suffer disgrace, and whoever casts you as an 
arrow will find its arrowhead dull. You are loud at calling to war, but few under 
the banner. To Allah we belong and to Him we return.” 

Yet whenever that Rafidi Jew saw that political matters in the Islamic lands 
took the exact turn he planned, he still wasn’t satisfied. He then opted to 
completely uproot the religion so that the Muslims have no way to return to 
the truth even if their political disputes cease. 

So he started his religious offensive on the Islamic creed, attacking it just like 
he attacked the politics in the land in its pillars. From his crimes against the re- 
ligion which he set up so much that they became a religion in-and-of themselves 
and a principle from the principles of the Rafidah, is attacking and insulting the 
honorable Sahabah, and he was the first one to begin to deify ’Ali bin Abi Talib 
ais alll _s#, until ’Ali threatened to burn him alive, but ended up changing his 


mind and burned his followers instead, who were determined in deifying him and 
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refused to repent. This Rafidi Jew made up a mixture of Jewish, Christian, and 
Majusi beliefs, which then became beliefs fully entrenched within his followers, 
and became the foundation and principles of all sects of the Rafidi religion. 
This treachery carried on even after his death, reaching his two sons Hassan 
and Hussayn the Prophet’s vy Age aul de grandsons and masters of the 


youth in Jannah. They betrayed Hassan when they insisted that he embarks 
toward Sham and fights Mu’awiyah as Wl us). He understood what they 


were truly desiring, so he agreed to go in order to expose their true intentions, 
while he himself was inclined to reconcile with Mu’awiyah. He appointed Qays 
bin ’Ubadah the head of the army, and then ordered a caller to announce Qays’ 
death. The army became confused and their reality and lack of fortitude became 
manifest. Thus they have turned on Hassan, looting his property and even the 
rug which he stood on after they’ve stabbed and injured him. 

Their treachery went still further than that; Whenever al-Mukhtar bin Abi 
‘Ubayd al-Thagafi - one of he Shi’ah in “Iraq - played with the idea of reaching a 
truce with Mu’awiyah in return for handing Hassan over to him, he told his uncle 
Sa’d bin Mas’ud who was the governor of those cities about his plans, saying: 
”Do you desire wealth and dignity?” His uncle said: ”How?” He said: ” Hand 
Hassan over to Mu’awiyah in exchange for security.” So his uncle responded: 
”May Allah curse you - I should enrich myself by handing over the son of the 
daughter of the Messenger of Allah ds ads aul _de? You are indeed a wicked 


man.” 


And here is Hassan as awl _s) relying their treachery to him, prefering 
truce with Mu’awiyah as alll _s », concession to him, and preserving the purity 


and dignity of the Prophet’s family, saying: ”I see Mu’awiyah a better option for 
me than these, who claim that they are my Shi’ah, yet look to kill me and take 
my wealth. By Allah had I took from Mu’awiyah a guarantee of my family’s 
lives and safety, is better than that they kill me and my house and family be 
destroyed. By Allah had I fought Mu’awiyah they would take me by the neck 
until they hand me over to him as ransom, by Allah that I submit to him and 
preserve my dignity is better than be killed by him while I’m his prisoner.” 

As for the time of the Umayyad dynasty which ruled from the year 41 until 
132 AH: 

Their treachery during this era was more on the political side because they 
knew that when Muslims have a Muslim Khalifah who is bent on protecting 
their Religion and looking after their worldy matters, then to scheme against 
their beliefs will not be very effective as any suspicion or tribulation will be 
quickly addressed. That’s why they had to pay more attention to the political 
side of their scheming by which they can reach the Religion. 

So they incited Hussayn bin ’Ali las a _s*, to defend his Religion by 


citing exaggerated news and false reports about Yazid bin Mu’awiyah that he 
has oppressed the creation and negated the true Shari’ah until he sent his cousin 
Muslim bin ’Aqil to verify the matter. Once the people of Kufah knew of this, 
they rushed toward him and offered him bay’ah, which he accepted, then sent a 
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notification to Hussayn about their bay’ah. Then once ’Ubaydullah bin Ziyad - 
the governor of Kufah - found out about the bay’ah, he killed Muslim bin ’Aqil 
and his companion Hani’ bin ’Urwah al-Muradi in front of the Shi’ah of Kufah 
who were previously zealous upon their bay’ah and in their incitement for it. 

And yet, none of them was moved to defend Muslim or Hani’ and instead 
bribed ’Ubaydullah bin Ziyad in exchange for their own protection. 

So have a look at their history of treachery and ask yourself whether is it 
repeating again in these days; The asking-price of the Rafidah today is lower 
than ever, and their allegiance is sold for cheap. With all that we say that 
Hussayn ac awl _s*, tushed to the rescue of those who claimed to have been 


oppressed and whose sanctity was claimed to have been violated, and for the 
sake of the Hudud which were said to have been negated by the agents of Yazid 
bin Mu’awiyah, and due to them sending him their bay’ah. So he left with a 
handful of his companions despite the warnings of many that he should not rebel 
due to what occured to his father and brother of their (the Rafidah’s) treachery, 
however Allah decreed to complete the matter. So when Yazid found out about 
Hussayn approaching, he sent his army to fend him off and to prevent division 
of Muslims. Then once Hussayn saw that he’s surrounded and that the Shi’ah 
betrayed him and deceived him when they claimed to support him, he knew 
that he fell into their trap. So he offered the head of Yazid’s army one of three 
options: Either he is allowed to return from where he came, or that they allow 
him to approach Yazid by himself, or to send him off to the frontier-watch, to 
be a Mujahid Murabit. However, "Ubaydullah bin Ziyad refused anything but 
fighting and killing. 

And from the strangest of wonders is the fact that their Scholars themselves 
document narrations of Hussayn’s dispraise of them and supplicating against 
them before his killing, such as in the book I’lam al-Wara in which Tabrusi 
related Hussayn’s supplication against the Shi’ah before his martyrdom, saying: 
”Oh Allah if you wish then divide them into sects and scatter them in multi- 
plicity of ways, and never be pleased with their rulers, for they have called us, 
claiming to support us, but then displayed enmity and killed us.” 

We will stop here to think and consider this deception of the Prophet’s 
family; If this is their condition while they pretend to love them and even 
exaggerate in that and go into extremes in their love for them, then what is 
their condition with others, if those they love so much are not spared of their 
treachery, then it will be much easier to betray others from the Muslims, and 
that is exactly what we see today from their rushing to ally with the disbelievers 
and submitting to their rule. 

And from their greatest treacheries during the time of the Umayyad dy- 
nasty is what was mentioned in Wafayat al-A’yan that they partook in the 
Abbasid rebellion against the Umayyad Khilafah, by a secession in Khurasan 
upon the hands of Abu Muslim al-Khurasani, who pledged bay’ah to Ibrahim bin 
Muhammad. So when Nasr bin Sayyar the deputy of Marwan bin Muhammad - 
the last of the Umayyad kings - found out about Khurasan, he wrote to Marwan 
to inform him about the bay’ah. So Marwan wrote to his deputy in Damascus 
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to bring Ibrahim to him safely, then imprisoned him and when it became clear 
to Ibrahim that Marwan will surely kill him, he left the matter to his brother 
al-Saffah who is the first to rule the Abbasid Khilafah from the descendants of 
’Abbas, and Ibrahim remained in prison for two months until he died, and it is 
said he was killed. 

And as for the era of the Abbasids whose rule lasted from year 132 until 652 
AH: 

During this time, the Rafidah made manifest multitude of treachery and 
mastering tactics whether political, religious, or social. As for their political 
assassinations, then they are more than can be accounted for. Their sowing of 
social division and inciting foreign provinces against the Khilafah could not be 
anchored. Their crimes in the beginning of this era were of the political nature, 
seeking to dismantle the Umayyad Khilafah and to rebel against the rule of the 
Umayyad Khalifah. After that, they hid behind the claim of seeking the right 
of Bani ’Abbas to the Khilafah, to which called Abu Muslim al-Khurasani, so 
that they gain authority over the lands after they’ve displayed loyalty to Banu 
’Abbas. Thus they began their plot in Khurasan which was the first province 
to fall under the hand of Abu Muslim, and so began the Abbasid rule. The 
envious Persians used this to cure their grudge against the Muslim Arabs by 
killing, violence, and revenge. 

Abu Muslim then moved to break Mansur’s staff of obedience after the 
death of his brother al-Saffah. As he moved to betray him, Mansur - owing to 
his foresight and acumen - exposed Abu Muslim’s plot, and followed him up 
until he was able to kill him in a terrible manner. This was followed by a series 
futile attempts at avenging Abu Muslim by his supporters, sometimes executed 
on the political theatre, and sometimes by spreading suspicions. 

One of those attempts was the rebellion of Sinbab, who was demanding the 
body of Abu Muslim. Mansur sent after him an army, defeating him. After 
that, the Rawandiyyah sect appeared near Asfahan, also from Abu Muslim’s 
group, inviting to corrupt beliefs, claiming that Mansur was divine, seeking to 
deceive him by that and get him close in order to kill him. However, he waged 
war against them, obtaining victory. Then a man, who nicknamed himself al- 
Muqqani’ appeared among them, claiming thtat Allah Jl, ale incarnated 


in Adam, then in Nuh, then in Abu Muslim, and then in him. He sought 
a group of supporters, then conequered the land beyond the river (Khurasan), 
having entrenched himself in the fortress Kash. However the Khalifah al-Mahdi, 
who became notorious for his harshness against the Malahidah and Zanadiqah, 
chased him, then besieging him. When it became clear to Sinbab that he has 
lost, he poured himself and for his family poison, and perished. 

With that, al-Mahdi still was not able to put an end to their fitnah, due to 
their constant utility of Taqiyyah and secrecy. They always worked and planned 
in hiding, making use of social hypocrisy by getting close to and ingratiating 
themselves into official positions within the Abbasid Khilafah, until they were 
able to enter the ministerial posts. Many of the Abbasid Khulafa’ took these 
Majusi Rafidah as viziers as a result - such as the Barmakids, Abu Muslim al- 
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Khurasani, and the Majusi Fadl bin Sahl - who served as a minister to Ma’mun 
and a general in his army. He was nicknammed Dhul-Riyashatayn (meaning 
one with command over both war and politics). They also married their sons to 
daughters of Persia. The mother of Ma’mun was Marajil the Persian woman, 
which influenced his decision-making when he assumed rule, making Marwa 
the capital of the Khilafah instead of Baghdad, and delving into thoughts and 
philosophies which are divorced from Islam, such as the opinion of Khalg al- 
Qur’an. This all came from his Persian, Majusi upbringing, which was the 
means for the Rafidah Majus to spread their thoughts and beliefs among the 
Muslims, fabricate narrations, and compile them into an entire religion. They 
also described Islamic history as a history of trials and disputations between 
the Sahabah, and used to attack Abu Bakr and ’Umar in particular, and the 
Sahabah in general, and their poets would compose poetry praising ancient 
Persia, as Asma’i mentioned in his verses: ” Whenever shirk is mentioned in a 
sitting, the Barmakid faces glow up. And whenever an Ayah is recited among 
them, they come with news of Mazdak”. 

This closeness led to even worse consequences upon the Islamic State and 
its Religion, and it is their conspiracies against the Khilafah, rebellions, and 
seeking autonomy in various regions. 

The first who rebelled against the Abbasid Khilafah was Tahir bin al- 
Hussayn al-Khuza’i, who took off in Khurasan as Abu Muslim before him. This 
was followed by a series of rebellions against the Khilafah, and treachery and 
criminality appeared from these separatists. From them are the Qaramitah in 
al-Ahsa’ and Bahrain, Yemen and Oman, and the Levant, and the Buwayhids 
in “Iraq and Persia, and the "Ubaydis in Egypt and the Levant. However, from 
Allah’s _JlJ favour is that the Rafidah never rose over the State, except that 


Allah sent somebody who waged Jihad against them and subjected them to pun- 
ishment. So the Rafidah were overtaken during the time of the Sunni, Suljuq 
Turks, who had sworn allegiance to the Abbasid Khilafah, however with that 
they were harsh upon the Rafidah, and so those petty Rafidi states collaborated 
with the Crusaders and enabled them to enter the lands of the Muslims in an 
effort to put an end to the People of Sunnah who were at the time unable to 
perservere in this skirmish. 

From the crimes of the Qaramitah which history informs us of in this Abbasid 
era, which are of the political nature: 

Their rebellion against the Abbasid State and its dismantlement, burning 
of houses of Bani ’Abd Qays, and destruction of Kufah in the year 293 after 
Hijrah, and massacres so horrible in that year that the historians took note of 
them. 

And their crimes which relate to the Creed and symbols of the Religion: 

Their spreading of false beliefs in the beginning under the guise of Tashayyw’ 
to the Prophet’s family, then coming up with al-Raj’ah and claiming that ’Ali 
as aul is) has knowledge of the Unseen, then renouncing the Prophet’s family 


and mentioning ’Ali’s shortcomings and the falsity of this Religion. This is why 
the Qaramitah used to be close to the Philosophers and rely on their ideas and 
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books, and advise their proselytizers: ” And if you find a Philosopher, then they 
are our reliance, for they agree with us on rejecting the Angels and the Prophets, 
and that the universe has no beginning.” 

And in the year 294 AH, the Qaramitah alongside the Isma’ilis transgressed 
against the pilgrims to Allah’s Sacred House after they falsely claimed to grant 
them security. They killed entire caravans and hunted down whoever managed 
to flee, and even the women of Qaramitah would walk among the victims car- 
rying water, and whoever indicated signs of life would be dealt with. And they 
did not stop at the pilgrims, even polluting the rivers with corpses, dirt, and 
stones. 

And in the year 321 AH they confronted the caravans of pilgrims again 
and killed men and neslaved women and children. And we also mention what 
occured from their crimes in this era, when the Iranian government dispatched a 
group of Kuwaiti Shi’ah in the year 1409 AH (1989 BCE), to attack Makkah al- 
Mukarramah with explosive devices, after they’ve been sent there by the Iranian 
ambassador in Kuwait. So they went to Makkah and exploded near the Masjid 
in the evening of 7th Dhil-Hijjah of that year, resulting in the death of one man 
and injuring sixteen others. 

And from the most atrocious of their religious crimes is that they extend 
their hands even upon Allah’s Sacred House - the honored Ka’bah - to steal 
the black stone from it, which then remained with them until the year 335 AH. 
Ibn Kathir mentioned this in al-Bidayah wal-Nithayah: ” Mention of Qaramitah 
taking the black stone to their land: 

In this year, the Amir of Iraq Mansur al-Daylami embarked for Hajj. They 
reached Makkah safe and sound, and caravans of pilgrims came from every place, 
direction, and pass. They were not put in any danger, until the Qaramitah 
went out against them in a group the day of Tarwiyyah, stealing their wealth 
and making their fighting permissible. They killed many within the confines 
of Makkah, and even within al-Masjid al-Haram and inside the Ka’bah. Their 
Amir Abu Tahir 4J| «J sat down upon the entrance of the Ka’bah, and men 


were thrown on the ground around him, and swords were unsheathed upon the 
people within the Sacred Mosque on the day of Tarwiyyah, which is from the 
best days, and he said: ”I am Allah, and by Allah, I, Allah, create creation 
and fashion it.” And the people fled from him, some holding onto the cloth of 
Ka’bah. That did not benefit them in any way; they were killed, and some others 
did Tawaf and were killed during Tawaf. Then, when the Qaramitah were done 
with their work, and did what they did to the pilgrims of despicable actions, 
he commanded to bury the victims in the well of Zamzam. Many of them were 
buried within the confines of the Haram, and within the Sacred Mosque, and 
how beloved is such a massacre and such a resting place. For that is a place and 
a graveyard, and they are not to be washed, shrouded, or prayed over, because 
they were Muhrimin and martyrs. He then proceeded to demolish the cover of 
Zamzam, and commanded to destroy the Ka’bah and take off its clothing, and 
tore it up and distributed it among his companions. Then he commanded a 
man to climb on top of the gutter of the Ka’bah to take it off, but he fell on 
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his head, and perished into the Hellfire. After that, he Khabith ceased from 
disturbing the gutter, and commanded that the black stone be taken out. So 
a man came and took it out, and then he said: ” Where are the Ababil birds? 
Where is the brimstone?”. 

Then he removed the black stone, and took it with them back to their lands. 
Then it remained with them for 22 years until they returned it, and we belong 
to Allah and to Him we return.” End quote J! ©). 


As for the Buwayhids, then they also rebelled against the Abbasid Khilafah, 
and took over Iraq in the year 334 AH, and deposed the Abbasid Khalifah al- 
Mustakfi Billah, and brought in al-Fadl bin al-Muqtadir, whom they set up as 
the new Khalifah, and nicknamed him al-Muti’ Lillah. And from their religious 
crimes was that they enforced Tashayyw’ as a religion, and used it as a pretext 
to spread Majusi thoughts and beliefs, and spread trials among the Muslims on 
the basis of separating between the People of Sunnah and the Shi’ah, and during 
their rule insulting of Sahabah became widespread, and they are the first who 
started the bid’ah of closing markets on the day of ’Ashura’ and building shrines, 
and pretense of mourning, and their women slapping themselves and mourning 
over Hussayn, and publicly expressing their emotional state. They also trans- 
gressed against Allah’s _JLJ essence, when the last of their kings named himself 


al-Malik al-Rahim in order to challenge Allah in His Name. 
As for the ’Ubaydis, who wrongly attribute themselves to the lineage of 
Fatimah the daughter of our Prophet Muhammad dg ads wl de, then from 


their crimes was that they rebelled against the Abbasid Khilafah after they’ve 
been preparing for this rebellion in secret by spreading their call from inside, 
hiding behind the veil of the Prophet’s Family in Maghrib. However, as they 
failed to gain authority in Maghrib, they moved to Egypt, over which they 
triumphed, and deposed the Khalifah there. 

And from their major creedal crimes: 

That, before they entered Egypt, their ruler sent an emissary to the people 
of Egypt, striking a covenant upon himself not to spread their bida’ and to 
keep the Sunnah and to revive it. However, after they’ve entered Egypt, they 
betrayed its people, and imposed upon them Tashayyu’ and forced the people 
to display it. And they used the Masajid to call toward their madhhab and to 
spread their innovations, and they added to the Adhan (Come toward the best 
of actions), and from them came al-Hakim bi Amrillah who claimed divinity for 
himself, and sent his proselytizers in every place of his kingdom. They used to be 
upon Majusi beliefs, such as the belief in reincarnation, and divine incarnation, 
and used to claim that the Holy Spirit went from Adam to ’Ali then from ’Ali to 
al-Hakim bi Amrillah, and from his greatest proselytizers were Muhammad bin 
Isma’il al-Durzi and Hamzah bin ’Ali al-Zuzayi, who was a Persian from Zuzan, 
who came to Cairo for this mission - calling toward the divinity of Hakim. 

As for their religious crimes was their digging up the grave of the Prophet 
and moving his pure body twice during the time of al-Hakim bi Amrillah who 
claimed divinity. 

The first time this happened was on a day when some Zanadiqah brought 
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up to him to move the Prophet dwg ade al de from Madinah to Egypt, so 


he build a barrier, spending a lot of wealth, and sent Abul-Futuh to dig at the 
blessed place. The people were enraged with him, and he came to regret what 
he intended to do, and to Allah belongs all Praise and favour. 

The second time he sent to exhume the grave of the Prophet dv, ale a ae, 


his envoy stayed near the Masjid, so he dug beneath the earth to reach the grave, 
however the people came to know about him and killed him. 

Then, when Allah granted authority to the Suljuq Turks to spread the Sun- 
nah and put an end to the religion of Rafidah, the "Ubaydis were unable to 
hold up against the resolve and power of those heroes, and knew that they are 
unable to confront them, so they returned to their old program and conspiracy, 
sending for the enemies of the Religion from the Crusaders, inviting them to 
enter the lands of the Muslims and to rule over them, prefering the dominance 
of Christians over the Muslim lands to that the madhhab of the Sunnah be 
spread in them and that the Suljuqs be dominant. And the one who wrote to 
them and sent for them to invite them in, was the Amir of the Fatimid army 
al-Afdal, and Ibn al-Athir said about this: ”When the ’Alid people of Egypt 
saw the power of the Suljuq State, its stability and dominance over the lands 
from the Levant to Gaza, and that there was no other province left preventing 
them from entering al-Iqsis and then Egypt and take over, they became fearful 
and sent for the Franks, calling them to come to the Levant and take over.” 

Dr. Mustafa al-’Inani quotes a historian contemporary of the First Crusade: 
”That it be known to all in this and future time, that in the era of the Pope, 
Urban IJ, John Fried, in company of Count Ferrand Leonis, and a number of 
others from the nobles and lords, who embarked in visitation to the tomb of 
the Lord, Messiah eral ads, have arrived at the city of Genoa, from whence 


they traveled by a military ship known as Bumila toward Alexandria. Once 
the delegation reached the port of Alexandria, they’ve been directed by Fatimid 
soldiers toward the port of Jerusalem. As they intended to enter the city of 
Jerusalem to visit the tomb of the Messiah our Lord, the city guards refused 
them entry until they’ve paid a fee as was customary among them. The estimate 
of this entry fee is one Byzantine coin.” 

Dr. al-’Inani comments on this: ” This pilgrimage which the Crusader lead- 
ers embarked upon did not occur out of thin air, or without any convictions or 
without connection between them and the Fatimid rulers of Egypt. It is unrea- 
sonable to assume that the Crusader leaders visit the Alexandrian port without 
the knowledge of those in charge of security in that port, and without prior 
connection and understanding among them. This is supported by the fact that 
the Fatimids sent a military ship to accompany them on their way to Jerusalem, 
and their objective was to protect those leaders from the danger of the Suljuqs 
the whole way to Jerusalem and back to Alexandria, which took more than two 
years.” 

And after the initial Crusader armies moved from Europe on their first Cru- 
sader campaign toward the lands of the Muslims, as they were moving through 
the Byzantine-held Bosporus, the Byzantine emperor took from them an oath of 
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obedience and loyalty. And from his commands to them was to come to agree- 
ment with the Fatimids in Egypt, because they were the strongest opponents 
to the Sunni Suljuq Turks and would not accept any treaty with them, and 
they were known to be lenient with their Christian subjects, and were always 
prepared to come to agreement with the Christian states. All that indicates the 
friendly relationship between the "Ubaydi Rafidah and the Crusaders. 

This is exactly what occured between the Rafidah of Iran and the Americans 
in their mutual support against the Taliban State, with the Rafidah collabo- 
rating in North Afghanistan, and likewise the Iranian Rafidah supporting the 
Americans in their occupation of "Iraq by means of collaboration and support 
from the Rafidah of "Iraq. 

Woe to them; had they maintained their cold attitude to the invading Cru- 
sader forces in the Musilm lands. However, when they saw that the siege of 
Antioch became prolonged, they feared that the Crusader soldiers will be over- 
come with frustration and despair and return, resulting in a Suljuq victory. So 
al-Afdal sent out ambassadors to the Crusader leaders to keep the siege up, and 
assured them with whatever supplies - military or foodstuff - they were in need 
of. The Crusaders received them hospitably and held a number of meetings 
with them. William Suri says: ” The Crusader siege of Antioch delighted Afdal, 
because he considered any Suljuq Turk loss to be a victory for himself. When 
the ambassadors returned to him, they were accompanied with ambassadors 
from the Crusaders, carrying gifts for Afdal in exchange for agreements they’ve 
agreed amongst themselves. Among those gifts were four horses belonging to 
the killed Suljuq commanders, meant for the Khalifah of Egypt.” 

Afdal was still not pleased; instead he capitalized on the Suljuqs from the 
People of Sunnah fighting and waging Jihad against the Crusaders, so he sent 
his army to Sur to conquer it with force, then sent it the following year toward 
Jerusalem, and took it from the Artuqids. Shortly after, the Crusaders moved 
toward Jerusalem as if the two parties were collaborating all along. Afdal took 
over Jerusalem in order to hand the land over to the Crusaders in cold blood, 
and nothing points to that more than the fact that whenever Afdal came to 
know of the Crusader move against Jerusalem, he turned around, returning 
back to Cairo. 

The Crusader forces which besieged Jerusalem were at the ponit of exhaus- 
tion from the scorching heat to which they were not accustomed, to the point 
that much of their livestock perished from it. The Crusader army was not large 
either and would not be able to withstand the conditions were it not for the 
treachery of the Rafidah, and their collaboration with the Crusaders. Their 
cavalry numbered in the fifteen-hundreds, and their ground troops numbered 
twenty-thousand. So much so that the historian Ibn Taghribardi mentioned in 
astonishment: ”It’s a wonder that the Franks - when they went out against the 
Muslims - were at their lowest from hunger and malnourishment, to the point 
that they had to consume dead meat, and the Muslim army were at their highest 
point in multitude and power. Despite that, the Crusaders broke the Muslim 
ranks and scattered their gathering.” 

After forty days of siege, the Crusaders managed to enter Jerusalem and 
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occupy it in the month of Sha’ban, year 429 AH. They began massacring the 
Muslims and burning whatever could be burned within the city from copies of 
the Qur’an and books, until the number of dead surpassed seventy thousand 
Muslims, among them imams, scholars, and worshippers. 

They busied themselves with this slaughter and vengeance a whole week 
to the point that when their Crusader leader Raymond intended to visit the 
Temple Mount, he would fumble over the multitude of corpses and blood would 
reach to their ankles. 

From the crimes of the "Ubaydis: That they would get rid of any minister 
who was calling for the obligation of Jihad and raise its banner in accordance 
with the law. This became apparent when they were ruled by Afdal, who was 
initially allied and close with the Crusaders. However, once he allied himself 
with the Damascene Turks to face the Crusaders together, he was assassinated 
in the time of their Khalifah al-Amivr. 

Then this minister Ridwan bin al-Walakhshi, was from the firmest of people 
in inciting toward Jihad against the Crusaders, so much so that he established 
a new ministry, which he named the Ministry of Jihad, and persecuted the 
Armenians and fired them from positions given to them by the ’Ubaydi Rafidah, 
and took to curse the "Ubaydi Khalifah al-Hafiz, due to his submissiveness in 
front of the Crusaders in the Levant. So the "Ubaydi Khalifah Hafiz took to 
empowering the Armenians and secretly collaborating with them. And he moved 
groups of the Fatimid army against the minister al-Walakhshi, which led to 
stopping the movement of Jihad upon which Ibn al-Walakhshi was determined. 
So he was forced to move north where there was a lion from the lions of Jihad - 
and that is "Imad al-Din al-Zinki - to seek his aid in Jihad against the Crusaders. 

This unsheathed, Sunni, Shafi’i, minister did his utmost in facing the Cru- 
saders; and he would cooperate with Nur al-Din to harass the Franks from one 
side and hit them from another. Until the functioning Khalifah of that time 
conspired against him, and assassinated him in the year 548 AH. 

Then this just minister Tala’i bin Ruzayk, who, upon assuming ministership, 
raised the banner of Jihad, and prepared the fleets and battalions to face the 
Crusaders. However, he was killed before he could realize his dream of freeing 
Jerusalem, by a conspiracy by Shawar al-Sa’di, who was the Wali of Upper Egypt 
during the reign of the Khalifah al-’Adid in the year 558 AH. Once one of the 
leaders of the army - and he was Abu al-Ashbal al-Dargham - rebelled against 
Shawar to take over the ministry, he killed his eldest son Tayy bin Shawar, 
and Shawar was compelled to send to the just king Nur al-Din Mahmud Zinki, 
seeking financial support from him asking aid of a third of the Kharaj of Egypt, 
and to make him his deputy there. He said ”I will be your deputy, take whatever 
you allocate for me, and the rest is for you.” And though Nur al-Din was hesitant 
regarding sending a military expedition with Shawar, he sought guidance from 
Allah and sent his greatest commander - Asad al-Din Sharkuh - and with him 
his nephew - Salah al-Din - and commanded that Shawar be reinstated into his 
position, and that Asad al-Din deal with Dargham, and that the ministry be 
returned to Shawar, in the month of Rajab, year 559 AH. 

However, Shawar betrayed once again and allied with the Crusaders. The 


23 


Pious king Nur al-Din Mahmud decided to invade Egypt once more to put an end 
to the source of division within the Islamic world and treachery to the Ummah, 
which was the Fatimid Khilafah, and to spread the Sunni madhhab and to put 
an end to the Rafidi religion. So his campaign went out from Damascus in 
the middle of Rabi’ al-Awwal, year 562 AH, led by Asad al-Din and his nephew 
Salah al-Din, relying upon promise of victory. And from the signs of this victory 
was that Allah casted terror in the hearts of the enemies from the Crusaders 
and apostate Rafidah, and despite Shawar’s alliance and a combined strength 
of his and Crusader army, they lost hope and became overwhelmed with fear. 

Thus the first skirmish between the forces of Asad al-Din and the Crusaders 
allied to Shawar, begun in the region of Sa’id, place called Babayn. The skirmish 
concluded with the defeat of Crusaders and Fatimids by Shirkuh’s army, marking 
a wonder in history that a small contingent of Shirkuh’s cavalry defeated the 
joint forces of Egypt and the Franks. 

A series of attack-and-retreat skirmishes ensued until Allah’s JL3 favour 


descended by casting a dispute between Shawar and the Fatimid Khalifah al- 
’Adid on one side, and tricking the Crusaders into retreating on the other. 

All that was owing to sincerity and determination in Jihad against the Cru- 
saders and spreading the pure Islamic Religion upon the methodology of the 
original Jama’ah - what the Messenger Aris ads al _4e was upon, and his 


companions - resulting in victory for the campaign of Nur al-Din headed by 
Asad al-Din and his nephew Salah al-Din, and dominating Egypt. However, the 
Rafidi envy never ended; rather they kept plotting and conspiring way after the 
fall of their "Ubaydi Rafidi state, to get rid of Asad al-Din who took over the 
Egyptian ministry and after him his nephew Salah al-Din, who put an end to 
sermons dedicated to the Fatimid Khalifah the second day of Jumu’ah, month 
of Muharram, year 567 AH, and dedicated it instead to the Abbasid Khalifah 
al-Mustadi’ bi-Amrillah. 

This resulted in a number of attempts on Salah al-Din’s life. 

In the year 574 AH, month of Dhil-Qa’dah, a eunuch from al-’Adid’s palace 
- where he still held some authority - agreed to write to the Franks with another 
trusted individual, that the Crusaders should move on Egypt. Then, once Salah 
al-Din intended to go out and face the incoming Crusaders, the Khalifah and 
his co-conspirators would kill Salah al-Din’s supporters from within, then go 
out with him and seize the opportunity to kill him and his soldiers from behind. 
However, Allah _JLi ruined their plan and exposed the messenger. So Salah 


al-Din sent a group from his companions toward the eunuch who fled to his 
village in the mountains. They caught him and killed him, and brought his 
head, which resulted in the entirety of the servants loyal to the palace of the 
Khilafah separating from it. 

Their second attempt at assassinating Salah al-Din took place when a Su- 
danese soldier rebelled on behalf of the Khilafah due to his fanaticism toward 
them. They gathered fifty-thousand of their men and moved against Salah al- 
Din. This resulted in a number of battles between them and killing of many 
on both sides. So Salah al-Din ordered that their homes and properties in 
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Mansurah be burned in front of their families. Once they found out, they gave 
themselves up. They were then put to the sword and they remained shrouded 
with the shadow of death until the last of them - Turan Shah - was dealt with 
by the brother of Salah al-Din in Giza. 

The Rafidah still were not humbled by that. Instead, they came to an agree- 
ment with a group of ’Alawi Shi’ah in Egypt - from them ’Ammarah al-Yemeni, 
the well-known poet, and ’Abdul-Samad al-’Uwayrisi the writer and judge, and 
the proselytizer of proselytizers "Abdul-Jabbar bin Isma’il bin ’Abdilqawi, and 
the judge of judges Hibbat Allah bin Kamil - and with them a group from the 
Amirs of Salah al-Din and his soldiers. Together they came up with inviting 
the Franks from Siqliyyah and plains of the Levant into Egypt, promising them 
wealth and land. So when the Crusaders came for their land and Salah al-Din 
went out to fight them, this group rose up against him from inside in Cairo and 
Egypt and re-established the Fatimid state. However, by Allah’s _JLJ kindness 


to the Ummah of Islam, their plans were exposed before they could complete 
them, as one of those they joined with in the conspiracy was the Amir, Zayn 
al-Din ’Ali bin al-Wa’iz, who refused to lower himself to their level and join 
in on their treachery, and informed Salah al-Din of everything they told him 
about. Then they were called one by one to be questioned. So they all admit- 
ted and were imprisoned, and the Jurists ruled that they be killed. So their 
heads were executed, and their followers and young were forgiven, and the rest 
of the ’Ubaydi army was exiled from the land. 

With that, a new page in Egyptian history began. With Salah al-Din re- 
turning the land to the Sunni Religion once again, and renewing its allegiance 
to the Abbasid dynasty. Then the ranks were purified, and were it not for the 
Rafidah busying themselves with him and repeatedly moving against him and 
hatching conspiracies and assassination attempts, the great victories for the Is- 
lamic Nation which came after would not have been delayed until the year 583 
after Hijrah, due to Salah al-Din becoming busy with fighting the Rafidah, but 
he would also be unable to deal with their state and power, then having the 
ability to finally face the Crusaders and take Jerusalem from their hands in the 
decisive battle of Hittin. 

Due to all this, Salah al-Din’s _JLé J! «©, personality resembles a symbol 


of a victor for Allah’s Religion and a renewer of the Ummah’s honour among 
the People of Sunnah, just as the heads of the Rafidah are enraged by him and 
just as they hate this personality. 

Abu Mus’ab al-Zarqawi, the Amir of the Qa’idah in the land of two rivers 
and member of Majlis Shura al-Mujahidin in "Iraq 


